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j'.lr. J :nes Rowley, Lire c tor 
U.S. Secret Service 
Washington, D.G7. 

Dear LIr . Rowley, 

In toe past 1 nave written you about tiie film of Lee Harvey Oswald 
distributing literature in Lew Orleans and sought access to this film. It is 
my recollection you said you did not have it, that you gave everything to the 
7/arren Commission or later to tile Rational Archives. I have explored the 
Archives thoroughly and the film I se:!c is not there. It was given to tne 
Secret Service. I write you egein b. cause I still wont to study it in both 
forms in wuicu you have it. If you no longer nave it, you should be able to 
direct me to it. 

On December 3, 1963, FBI SA 17a then 0. Brown wrote a report on his 
conference with '.fDSU-TV,. Hew Orleans. Tne second paragraph begins: 

of 

"Mr. Corporan stated that single-frerae prints were made/pertsof the 
silent film when OSWALD was distributing leaflets and these prints have already 
been furnisned to tne FBI end to the Secret Service, i-i© stated tnst a duplicate 
print of tne silent film of OSWALD distributing leaflets had been furnished to 
the SecrstvServlce.” 




“ Kow the only copy o'" the film in the Archives is 8 duplicate of oil 

three sections spliced together. Today the i/DTiU footBge is elso so s' liced. In 
splicing, there is always the possibilityrof the los3 of frames. Tne record 
warrants wonder if frames disappeared for ctner reasons. There is reason to 
believe Federal agents did show prospective witnesses still pictures not now in 
this film. It is beyond ioubt tuat the still also are not in tne Archives, wnen 
you recall it wss known there was a still-unidentified person nelping Oswald, you 
enn readily see one of tue importances of this film H na my urgent desire to see 
it wituout further (and 1 believe illegal) federal interferences. 

Ilease believe me v.aeu I tell you ± u ve interviewed v.’itnesses never 
spoken to by any government agent an ... taose either not rslced tue necossery queati 
or, eceordin to their reasonable c lei ms (veur own v gsnts made identical ones 
under oath), grossly .viisprepesentod by tne FBI reports* I believe tiiat under the 
law I era entitled to inriedio < t° access tc tuis information nd I again ask this# 

I would also iiope y^u would suare my earnest desire tiict, if sn late, proper 
tne lysis be made of tuis evidence* And, as I recently wrote . _r. ..elley, I ssk the 
tne Secret Service go over ta^ record of qu cor espondence, correct tie errors in 
it, end wiiaou;* further delay -'eke ?v iluble to me viiet it is my leg' 1 right to 
have, if there is any i be i you n longer nave, 7-u ’enow v/urt fnu did with it 
an' I rsk t .:*t you vronerly direct no* 






